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GEORGE CONDON SHACKLEFORD 
versus 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 
To the Honorable Judges of the Supreme Court of Appeals: 
Your petitioner, George Condon Shackleford, respectfully 
represents: That he is aggrieved by a judgment entered in 
the Corporation Court of the City of Norfolk, No. 2, on the 
27th day of June, 1934, whereby he was sentenced to serve 
twelve (12) months in jail and pay a fine of Five Hundred 
( $500.00) Dollars, in accordance with the verdict of the jury 
at that -time rendered. 
Briefly stated the facts are as follows: 
On the trial of Ernest Barco and Harry Gregory on the 
26th day of June, 1934, who 'vere convicted on that day, your 
petitioner refused to answer certain questions propounded 
to him by the Common,vealth 's Attorney, he not being sum-
moned as a witness, but being brought out from jail to testify. 
Upon his failure to testify, the Judge of the Trial Court 
issued a rule against him to sho'v cause why on the 27th 
day of June, 1934, he should not be fined and imprisoned 
for failing to answer the questions asked of him. At the 
calling of which case the defendant pleaded guilty to the 
charge of contempt and asked that the Court impose sentence 
upon him, but the Court refused said motion and impaneled 
a jury to hear the case. Upon the hearing of the said case, the 
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defendant was asked the question, '' Why he refused to 
testify at the trial of Gregory and Barco'', for the purpose 
of mitigation of his punishment, but the Court refused to 
allow the defendant to answer said question. The defendant 
was further asked ''What his reply would have been had he 
answered the questions propounded to him by the Common-
wealth's Attorney at the trial of Gregory and Barco'', but 
the Court refused to permit him to answer the said questions 
which he had refused to answer the· day in the Barco case. 
Barco and Gregory were convicted on the 26th day of June, 
1934. The Judge at hearing of the contempt proceedings 
stated in the presence of ·the jury ''Unless ·witnesses obeyed 
orders of the Court there would be an end of all orderly 
government, otherwise he would go to jail and stay all the 
rest of his life". 
ASSIGNl\IENT OF ERRORS. 
First: Refusal of the. Court to hear and determine the 
case without the intervention of a jury after his plea of 
gu~l~y. 
Second: Remarks of the Court in the presence of the 
jury. 
Third: Refusal of the Court to allow defendant to state 
his reasons for his failure to answer the questions pro-
pounded to him. 
Fo~trth : Failure of the Court to allow defendant to an-
sw~r questions asked of him in the case of Barco and Gregory. 
Fifth: The instruction granted on behalf of the Com-
mo.nwealth stating 'vhat the punishment was. 
It is respectfully submitted that these proceedings were 
criminal in their nature and should have been treated and 
tried as criminal cases are tried. 
Kidd v. Va. Safe <t Deposit ct Trust Corp., 113 Va. 612. 
·· Cornmonwealth v. Feely, 2 Va. page 1. 
B. ft 0. v. Wheelin,g, 13 Gratt. 40. 
lJx parte Mylius, 61 W.Va. 405. 
'Craig v. McCulloch, 20 W.Va. 148. 
U. 8. v. Bittner, 11 Fed. (s) 93. 
When the defendant pleaded guilty to the contempt pro-
ceedings, the Court had no right to in1panel a jury to fix the 
punishment of the defendant. It was the sole function of 
the Judge. Section i, Article I, Constitution of Virginia. 
Dixon v. Conzmonwealth, 172 S. E. page 277. 
George Condon Shakleford v. Commonwealth. ·3 
SECOND ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR. 
It is submitted that the remarks of the Judge which were 
as follows: "Unless witnesses obey the orders of the Court, 
there will be an end to all orderly government. Otherwise 
he can go to jail and stay the rest of his life", was highly 
prejudicial. l'l'he case of Barco and Gregory had terminateq 
and the jury found them guilty of the charges for which theY. 
were indicted and the ren1ark that "It would be the end of all 
orderly government'' and that the witness would have '' T9 
remain in jail the rest of his life unless he answered the ques-
tion'', certainly influenced the jury in fixing their verdict 
as they gave him the maximum punishment as instructed by 
the Court. We can conceive of no more prejudicial remarks 
than these. 
It is also submitted that this was a completed contempt and 
not a continuing one and the Court was without power to 
carry into effect the requirement that answers be made to 
the questions, as it was a useless and moot question as the 
cases of Barco and Gregory had terminated. 
State v. Hurst, 11 W .. Va. 54. 
Agostivi v. ·Can·, 136 Va. 658. 
Sta.te v. A us tin, 117 S. E. 607. 
THIRD ASSIGNMENT OF ERROR. 
It is respectfully submitted that the jury had a right to 
take into consideration the reason which compelled the de-
fendant to refuse to answer the questions propounded to him, 
for the purpose of mitigating his punishment. He had dis-
claimed any intention of contempt to the Court and desired 
that his reasons for such be stated as they were such, that in 
all probability would have influenced the jury in arriving at 
a different verdict. It was not contended that such explana-
tion would purge the contempt but only mitigate the punish-
ment. 
In the case of Byrd v. Corn., 124 Va. 833, when the defend-
ant attempted to prove the truth of his statement in a prosecu-
tion under the statute for abusive language, his Court held 
such should have been admitted in mitigation of punishment. 
We submit that the same rule should be applied in contempt 
proceedings. 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia. 
FOURTH ASSIGN~IENi' OF ERROR .. 
In this assignment of error the Court instructed the jury 
that they should fix his punishment-at not more than twelve 
(12) months in jail and a fine not to exceed Five Hundred 
($500.00) Dollars, either or both. It is submitted that hav-
ing pleaded guilty of the charge, the Court had no right to 
impanel a jury and that the only punishn1ent that could be 
inflicted upon him was a fine not to exceed Fifty ($50.00) 
Dollars or a jail sentence not to exceed ten (10) days, under 
and by virtue of Section 4521, sub-section 1, under which he 
was tried, the punishment of such violation is fixed by Sec-
tion 4524 of the Code and where a larger sentence iB involved 
and a jury impaneled it is submitted that by virtue of Soo-
tion 8, Article I, of the Constitution of the Dixon case s~tpra, 
such section would be unconstitutional and the jury would 
have no power to increase the punishment, where it is pro-
hibited to call a jury to fix the punishment, and the maximum 
punishment is fixed which the Court could impose. 
It is requested that this petition be treated in lieu of a 
brief on behalf of the said petitioner. 
For the above reasons we respectfully submit that a writ 
of error and supersedeas should be awarded your petitioner 
and a new trial granted hi1n. 
Respectfuly submitteu, 
GEORGE CONDON SHACJ{LEFORD 
By: W. L. DEVANY, JR., Counsel. 
· I, W. !1. Devany, Jr., attorney practicing in the Suprerne 
Qpurt of Appeals of Virginia, do certify that in my opinion 
the judgment complained of in the foregoing petition is er-
roneous and should be reviewed and reversed by the said 
Court. 
; Given under n1y hand this day of September, 1934. 
Vv. L. DEVANY, JR. 
Copy of petition mailed to John l\L .Arnold, Common-
wealth's Attorney, this 16 day of October, 1934. 
W. L. DEVANY, JR. 
Rec'd Oct. 16, 1934. 
1\I. B. vV AT~TS, Clerk. 
Nov. 22, 1934. \Vrit of error and S'ztpersedea.s ~warded by 
the Court. 
M. B. \V. 
-- -- - ------·-·---.:~ 
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RECORD 
To: J. M. Arnold, 
Commonwealth's Attorney, 
Norfolk, Virginia. 
You are hereby notified that on the 7th day of Aug., 1934, 
at 9:30 A. M., I shall present the several Bills of Exception 
in the case of Commonwealth v. George Condon ·Shackleford 
to Judge Allan R. Hanckel to have the same certified and 
signed and made a part of th~ record and at the same time 
request that the Clerk of the said Court make up the record 
in this cause to be presented to the Supreme Court of Ap-
peals of Virginia. 
W. L. DEVANY, Jn. 
Attorn~y for George Condon Shackleford. 
I accept service of the above notice and agree to the time 
and place. 
page 2 ~ Virginia: 
JNO. M. ARNOLD, 
.Atty. for the Commonwealth. 
Pleas before the Corporation Court of the City of Norfolk, 
Number Two, on the 28th day of June, 1934. 
BE IT REMEMB.ER.ED, That heretofore, to-wit: On the 
26th day of June, 1934, the Clerk of the aforesaid Court was 
directed to issue a Rule against George Condon Shacklefor~ 
in the following words and figures: 
RULE 
1T-he Commonwealth of Virginia: 
To the Sergeant of the City of Norfolk, Greeting: 
We Command You, That you summon George Condon 
Shackleford to appear before the Corporation Court of the 
City of Norfolk, Number Two, at the Courthouse of said 
City on Wednesday the 27th day of June, 1934, at 9 :30 o'clock 
A. M., to show cause, if any he can,· why he should not be 
fined and imprisoned for failing, after having been duly 
ordered so to do, to testify before said Court on the 26th day 
of June, 1934, to-wit: failing to answer certain questions 
6 Supreme Court of .Appeals of Virginia. 
propounded to him by the Con1monwealth 's Attorney, after 
having been ordered so to do by the Court in the trial of 
Harry 0. Gregory and Ernest Barco, on trial for Robbery, 
and be further dealt with according to law. And have then 
and there this writ. 
Witness, W. L. Prieur, Jr., Clerk of our said 
page 3 ~ Court, at his office, this 26th day of June, 1934, in 
the 158th year of the Commonwealth. 
\V. L. PRIEUR, JR., C. U. 
The following is the return on the said Rule: 
6/26/34. 
In person. 
C. E. Francis, City Sgt., 
By H. L. Gordon, Deputy. 
Ahd after\vards : in the said Court on the 26th day of June, 
1934: 
It appearing to the Court that G. C. Shackleford, who was 
called as a witness for the Con1n1onwealth in the case of Com-
monwealth v. Harry 0. Gregory and Ernest Barco, on trial 
for robbery, failed to answer certain questions propounded 
to him by the C01nmonwealth 's Attorney, after having been 
ordered by the Court to testify, it is therefore ordered by 
the Court, pursuant to Section 4521 of the Code of Virginia, 
that the said G. C. Shackleford is guilty of contempt and that 
the Sergeant of the City of Norfolk ilnpanel a jury of seven 
to try said G. C. Shackleford for said contempt, pursuant to 
Section 4524, said jury to appear in this Court on Wednesday, 
;June 27th, 1934, at nine-thirty A. 1\L, and the Clerk of this 
Court is directed to issue a Rule against the said G. C. 
Shackleford, directed to the City Sergeant, return-
page 4 ~ able to June 27th, 1934, at nine-thirty A. M., for 
failure to comply with order of this Court, to-\vit: 
to answer certain questions of the Con1monwealth 's Attorney, 
having been duly sworn as a witness, and be further dealt 
with according to law . 
. And later: In the said Court on the 27th day of June, 1934. 
The defendant was this clay led to the bar in the custody 
of the Jail or of this Court, and also came the Attorney for 
t~e Common\vealth, and thereupon the Clefendant, by coun-
sel, moved the Court to try the said defendant, said defend-
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ant pleading guilty, which motion was overruled, to which 
action of the Court in overruling said motion, the defendant, 
by counsel, duly excepted, and thereupon caine seven lawful 
men, who were selected from the Pluries Venire Facias, duly 
directed and issued in accordance with the statute in such 
cases, made and provided, and thereupon the said defendant, 
by counsel, move the Court to quash the said Pl~tries Venire, 
which motion was overruled by the Court, to which action of 
the Court in overruling said motion, the defendant, by coun.:. 
sel, duly excepted, and thereupon the Commonwealth and 
the defendant each struck one from the panel, leaving the 
following jury, to-wit: W. A. Edwards, W. 1\IIcC. Paxton, R: 
F. Ballou, R. T. Berryman and L. l\L Cooper, who were sworn 
to well and truly try the issue joined and having heard the 
evidence and argument of counsel, returned a 
page 5 ~ verdict in the following words: ''We the jury find 
the defendant guilty as charged in the rule and fix 
his punishment at hvelve n1onths in jail~ a fine of $500.00". 
Thereupon, the said defendant, by counsel, moved the Court 
to set aside the verdict of the jury, and grant him a new trial, 
on the grounds that the said verdict is contrary to the law 
and the evidence, the further hearing of which motion is con-
tinued until the 28th day of June, 1934. 
And the prisoner was remanded to jail. 
And now: In the said Court on the 28th day of June, 
1934. 
This day again the said defendant was led to the bar in 
the custody of the Jail or of this Court, and also came the 
Attorney for the Com1nonwealth, and the motion for a new 
trial, heretofore n1ade on the 27th day of June, 1934, having 
been fully heard by the Court, is overruled, to 'vhich action 
of the Court in overruling said motion, the defendant,· by 
counsel, duly excepted. Whereupon, it is considered by the 
Court that the said defendant be confined in the City Jail for 
the period of twelve months, and fined the sum of, Five Hun-
dred Dollars, and be required to pay the costs of his prosecu-
tion. It is further ordered by the Court that the aforesaid 
sentence is not to run concurrently with any other sentence 
heretofore in1posed upon the said defendant, by any 
page 6 ~ Court of this Commonwealth. Thereupon, the said 
defendant, by counsel, moved the Court for time 
in which to apply for a 'vrit of error to the foregoing judg-
ment, which motion is sustained, and the execution of the 
aforesaid sentence is hereby ordered postponed until the 25th 
day of August, 1934. 
\ 
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And the prisoner was remanded to jail. 
And after,vards: In the said Court on the 7th day of Au-
gust, 1934. · 
This day the above named defendant came and appeared 
in Court and presented his Bills of Exception No. 1 to 4 in-
clusive, which he prays to be sig·ned and made a part of the 
record, and it appearing to the Court that due notice had 
J:>een given to the Attorney for the Commonwealth and the 
same is presented with sixty ( 60) days, the Court doth order 
~nd adjudge that the same be and is hereby made a part of 
the record in this cause. 
The following are the Bills of Exception referred to in the 
foregoing order: 
BILL OF EXCEPTION NUl\IBER ONE. 
~ Be It Remembered, at the trial of the above styled cause 
on the 27th day of June, 1934, tl~e Commonwealth to main-
tain the issue on its part, introduced the evidence of 
pag·e 7 ~ Honorable James U. Goode, who testified : That 
the defendant on the 26th day of June, 1934, in the 
trial of the case of Comn1onwealth v. Ernest Barco and Harry 
Gregory, refused to answer the following questions: 
Examined by ~Ir. Arnold: 
Q. Your natne is George Condon Shackleford? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Where do you reside, lVIr. Shackleford? 
A. Where do I? 
Q. Yes. 
A. In the City Jail. 
Q. I mean your hon1e in the City of Norfolk? 
A. 921 Hillside A venue. 
Q. In the section of Ocean View? 
A. Yes . 
. Q. Mr. Shackleford, was your place at Ocean View on Hills-
side Avenue, on· December 21st, raided by the Police Depart-
ment? 
'-A. No, not my place; next door . 
. Q. Next door? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Some ardent spirits were taken from the garage "f 
A. Yes. 
Q. You admitted that was your ardent spirits? 
,--~ .. - --
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A. I owned the whiskey, yes. 
Q. The whiskey was carried away from there by Police 
Officer Benjamin, a portion of it, in a patrol wagon Y 
page 8} A. Yes. 
Q. Did you see Police Officer Benjamin on that 
day? 
A. I did. 
Q. Where did you see him, Mr. Shackleford? 
A. I refuse to testify, Mr. Arnold. 
By the· Court : 
Q. Do what? 
A. I refuse to testifv. 
Q. On what gTounds. 
A. Well, I just refuse to testify, sir. 
Mr. Arnold: I didn't understand the grounds. 
The Court: He said he refused to testify; that is all. 
Mr. Arnold: I am going to ask him a question and will 
ask the court to rule on whether he has to testify or not. I 
asked him if he sa'v the patrol wagon that day and he said 
l1e did, and I asked him where-
The Court : He said he refused to testify to anything. 
Mr. Arnold: To anything? I ask the court to require him 
to answer the question. 
The Court: What penalty would you suggest that the court 
hnpose? 
Mr. Arnold: For contempt of court in refusing to answer 
the question. · 
The Court: I have· already instructed him about that, to 
do that. He has refused. What penalty would you suggest? 
Mr. Arnold: I suggest whatever the perialty is-
page 9 ~ J udg·e Devany: It is ten days and a $50.00 fine. 
That is the maximum. 
The Court: J\tir. Arnold, I think I can put my hand on the 
statute. 
Bv the Court: 
··Q. Do you still refuse to testify Y 
-A. I do. 
By Mr. Arnold: 
Q. 1\fr. Shackleford, were you at Ward's Corner on the 
day of the raid on which Officer Benjamin carried the whiskey 
away? 
A. I told you I refused to testify in the case . 
. Q. You refuse to answer that question Y 
A. I do. 
---------~-.-
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Mr. Arnold: Your Honor, I think you have a right to im-
pose an additional penalty on him. · 
_ The Court : That will ,be· a matter the jury can consider 
when the jury is impaneled to try him for the offense. You 
can ask him such questions as you see fit that are not ob-
jected to by counsel and not sustained by the court, and that 
will be the evidence which will be presented to the jury when 
that question.is tried, not to this jury, but to a specially im-
paneled jury. 
By Mr. Arnold: 
Q. Mr. Shackleford, do you know the accused, Barco and 
Gregory? 
A. I have seen them befot~e. 
page 10 ~ Q. Where did you see them? 
A. All over Norfolk and Ocean View. 
Q. Whe-re they in an automobile with you-
A. Mr. Arnold, I told you I wasn't going to testify. 
Q. I am telling you I am going· to keep on questioning you. 
A. All right. I can sit here as long as you can question 
me. · 
Q. I can sit here probably as long as you can. 
The Court: Proceed with the examination, Mr. Arnold. 
By Mr. Arnold: 
Q. You admitted taking· this lot of whiskey that was in the 
patrol wagon or instructing Barco and Gregory and a negro 
to take it and drive down to a swamp and unload it, didn't 
you! · 
A. I am not answering no questions. 
Q. You admitted stopping the patrol wagon near Ward's 
Corner with Officer Benjamin driving it, and telling him you 
were taking that liquor, or you wanted him to give it to you Y 
Did you admit that on the stand? 
A. I am not answering no questions. 
Q. Didn't you testify before that that was your whie;key 
and you took it and that you had these boys join you in the 
automobile at the Black Cat? 
Judge Devany: We object. to the inference from that ques-
. tion. If he is going to ask these questions we ask that the 
jury be excluded. 
The Court: I don't think it is necessary for the jury to· 
be excluded. I see no objection to the question. 
page 11 ~ By Mr. Arnold: 
Q. Didn't you testify that a colored boy, 
Gregory, Barco, and another boy named Baker, drove with 
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you in an automobile and at your request left the Black Oat 
and went to a position on the Ocean View Road where you 
waited for the patrol 'vagon containing the whiskeyY Are 
you going to answer that? 
A. I told you I wasn't answering it. · 
Q. Didn't you further state tha.t you moved from that point 
and went over by the cemetery and waited there for 20 min-
utes for Benjamin to come along with that patrol wagon 7 
You won't answer that¥ 
A. No. 
Q. Didn't you testify you took that \vhiskey away from 
Benjamin because y~u 'thoug·ht it 'vas your whiskey and you 
had a right to it? 
A. You have got the record there, l\fr. Arnold, and you 
can read it. 
Q. You refuse to answer that question f 
A. No, I am not answering no questions. 
Q. Didn't you testify that after dealing with. Benjamin 
that you told Baker, a colored boy, Gregory and Barco to 
drive that patrol 'vagon and the whiskey away from there. 
down to the swamp of the Black Cat and unload it? 
It was ad1nitted by the defendant that the trial of the said. 
Barco and Gregory wa.s being conducted before the Corpora-
tion Court of the City of Norfolk, No. 2, which \vas properly 
trying the snid cases. This was all the evidence 
page 12 ~ for the Con1n1onwealth. 
The defendant to maintain the issue on his be-
half, was sworn and \Vent on the witness stand. He was asked 
why he refused to answer the said questions, which question. 
was objected to by the Commonwealth and which objection 
was sustained, to \vhich ruling by the Court the defendant, 
by counsel, excepted. Defendant was further asked the ques-
tions which he had refused to answer ·at the trial of Barco 
and Gregory, which were as above, for the purpose of having 
him answer the said questions in order to purge his contempt, 
but the Court on the objection of the Commonwealth, refused 
to allow him to answer_ said questions, to which ruling by the 
Court, the defendant by counsel, excepted. 
Defendant testified that he meant no disrespect to Judge 
Goode and was sorry he· was in contempt of Court. .And 
being questioned if he 'vould now answer these questions 
stated he would only answe.r a part of them and others .h~ 
would not. ~ 
Thereupon the jury retired to their room and after con~ 
sidering the . verdict, returned into the courtroom and ren-
dered the following verdict: ''We, the jury, find defendant 
---------------- --------
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guilty and fix his punishment at $500.00 fine and 12 months 
in jail". Thereupon the defendant by counsel moved to set 
aside the verdict on account of the Court having impaneled 
a jury to try the case and prejudicial remarks made in. the 
presence of the jury and the verdict was excessive and more 
than contemplated in law, but the Court overruled the said 
objection to which ruling by the Court the defendant by coun-
sel duly excepted and tenders this his Bill of Exception No. 
1, which he prays to be signed and sealed and 
page 13 ~ made a part of the record in this cause, which is 
accordingly done within 60 days from final judg-
ment. 
Aug. 7, 1934. 
ALLAN R. HANOKEL, Judge. 
BILL OF EXCEPTION NUMBER TWO. 
Be It Remembered, at the trial of the above styled cause 
on the 27th day of June, 1934, after the rule had been issued 
against the defendant to show cause why he should not be 
fined and imprisoned for the failure to answer certain ques-
tions propounded to him at the trial of Ernest Barco and 
Harry Gregory, the defendant pleaded guilty to the said rule 
and requested the Court to try him without the intervention 
of a jury and to fix his punishment therefor, but the Court 
overruled the said motion and impaneled a jury to hear the 
said contempt proceedings, to which ruling by the Court the 
defendant by counsel duly excepted and tenders this his Bill 
of Exception No. 2, which he prays to be signed and sealed 
and made a part of the record in this cause, which is accord-
ing·ly done within sixty (60) days from judgment. 
Aug. 7, 1934. 
-
ALLAN R. HANCKEL, Judge. 
BILL OF EXCEPTION NUMBER ;THREE. 
Be It Remembered, at the trial of the above styled cause 
on the 27th day of June, 1934, after all the evidence on be-
half of the Commonwealth had been introduced, 
page 14 ~ the Court instructed the jury that the contempt 
set forth in these proceedings under Section 4521 · 
sub-section 1, and such contempt is, to-wit: "Misbehavior in-
the presence of the Court or so near thereto as to obstruct 
or interrupt the administration of justice'', and having 
pleaded guilty it is only ne<!essary to fix his punishment, which 
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punishment would be a fine not to exceed Five Hundred 
($500.00) Dollars or imprisonment not to exceed twelve (12) 
months, either or both, to which instruction the defendant 
by counsel objected on the gTounds of having pleaded guilty 
the Court had no right to impanel a jury to try him as the 
maximum of punishment was a fine · not exceeding Fifty 
.( $50.00) Dollars or imprisonment in jail not more than ten 
(10) days, but the Court overruled the said objection, to which 
ruling by the Court the defendant by counsel duly excepted 
and tenders this his Bill of Exception No. 3, which he prays 
to be n1ade and sealed and made a part of the record in this 
cause, which is accordingly done within sixty ( 60) days from 
judgment. 
Aug. 7, 1934. 
.ALLAN R. liANCKEL, Judge. 
BILL OF EXCEPTION NUMBER FOUR. 
Be It Remembered, at the trial of the above styled cause 
on the 27th day of June, 1934, the following questions were 
propounded to the witness by counsel for the defendant: "I 
w·ant you to be perfectly fair with this jury and go ahead and 
tell why you refused to testify". The Common-
page 15 ~ wealth objected to said question and the Court sus-
tained the said objection and stated in the presence 
of the jury, "Unless witnesses obey the orders of the court, 
there will be an end to all orderly government. Otherwise 
he can go to jail and stay the rest of his life". To which 
ruling of the Court and its remarks in the presence of the 
jury, the defendant by counsel duly excepted. Thereupon 
the counsel for the defendant proceeded to ask the questions 
propounded to the witness in the trial of the case· of Barco 
and Greg·ory, which are set forth in Bill of Exception No. 1, 
for the purpose of having· him answer the said questions in 
order to purge said contempt but the Court refused to allow 
the said questions to be propounded to the witness for that 
purpose, stating that the witness had already said he would 
not answer then1, to which ruling of the Court the defendant 
by counsel duly excepted and tenders this his Bill of Excep-
tion No. 4, 'vhich he prays to be signed and sealed and made 
a part of the record in this cause, which is accordingly done 
'vithin sixty (60) days from final judgment. 
ALL.Al~ R. HANCKEL, Judge. 
·14 Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia. 
page 16 r Virginia: 
In the Clerk's Office of the Corporation Court of the City of 
Norfolk, Number Two. 
I, W. L. Prieur, Jr~, Clerk of the said Corporation Court 
of the City of Norfolk, Number Two, do hereby certify that 
the foregoing and annexed is true transcript of the record 
in the suit of Commonwealth of Virginia, plaintiff, v. George 
Condon Shackleford, defendant, lately pending in said Court. 
I further certify that said copy was not made up and com-
pleted until the- Commonwealth had had due notice of the 
making of the same and the intention of the defendant to 
take an appeal therein. 
Given under my hand this the lOth day of August, 1934. 
W. L. PRIEUR, JR., Clerk. 
Fee for this record: $13.50. 
A Copy-Teste: 
M. B. WATTS, C. C. 
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